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Questions?
Governing Equations via Kirchhoff’s Law
dI1
dt
=
LCV − LCRe I1 −MRpI2 + (LC I2 + MI1) dM
dt
LC (L0 + LC )−M2
dI2
dt
=
M
dI1
dt
+ I1
dM
dt
− RpI2
LC
dV
dt
= − I1
C
Definition of a Radial Location
r¯ = 1/2 (rminor + Rmajor)
rcoil = 1/2 (rcoil + Rcoil)
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